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g. 5 Variations in H, D, Z, L, and Ey at SF7.

—180—




LAG RO (OHM-M)
SF7(XY) :

(OHM-M)

LOG ROR

(DEG)

PHASE

-4 -3

LBG F (HZ)

Fig. 6(a) E-polarization (Ex/Hy) results at SF7.
Apparent resistivity and phase difference
between Ex and Hy are shown on the left
diagrams, and the optimum 4 layer model on the
right,

LOG RO (OHM-M)
SF7{YX)

T 1 T

(OHM-M]

1’r“

LG8G ROA

(DEG)

PHASE

-4 -3

LOG F (HZ)

. 6(b) H-polarization (Ey/Hx) results at SF7.
Apparent resistivity and phase difference
between Ey and Hx are shown on the left
diagrams, and the optimum 4 layer model on the
right.
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